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In the Matter of
Access Charge Reform
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__—/

Price Cap Performance Review for Local
Exchange Carriers

CC Docket No. 94-1

Transport Rate Structure and Pricing CC Docket No. 91-213

End User Common Line Charges CC Docket No. 95-72

REPLY COMMENTS OF U S WEST, INC.

U S WEST, Inc. (“U S WEST”) hereby submits its reply comments on various
petitions for reconsideration and/or clarification of the Federal Communications

Commission’s (“Commission”) First Report and Order in the above-captioned

docket.'

L THE COMMISSSION SHOULD NOT ALLOW INCUMBENT
LEC COMPETITORS TO EVADE PAYMENT OF THE RTIC

Several parties filed comments in support of an immediate exemption from
payment of the residual transport interconnection charge (“RTIC”) whenever a

customer utilizes an incumbent local exchange carrier’s (“LEC”) local switching, but

' In the Matter of Access Charge Reform, Price Cap Performance Review for Local
Exchange Carriers, Transport Rate Structure and Pricing, End User Common Line
Charges, CC Docket Nos. 96-262, 94-1, 91-213, 95-72, First Report and Order, FCC
97-158, rel. May 16, 1997 (“First Report and Order”), appeals pending sub nom.
Southwestern Bell Telephone Company v. FCC, Nos. 97-2618, et al. (8th Cir.).
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not its local transport.” The Commission should reject these attempts to move up
the effective date of the RTIC exemption. Instead, the Commission should promptly
grant U S WEST's request for a stay of the modified RTIC rule pending judicial
review.’

Granting an RTIC exemption for incumbent LEC competitors at any time, let
alone immediately, will result in the unfair avoidance by these competitors of the
legitimate costs contained in the RTIC. As U S WEST demonstrated in its Petition
for Partial Stay, U S WEST’s RTIC will be comprised mostly, if not entirely, of two
types of implicit support on January 1, 1998 -- the effective date of the RTIC
exemption. The tandem switch support component of the RTIC represents the two
thirds of tandem switch costs remaining in the RTIC until such costs are shifted to
the tandem switching rate.’ In addition, the implicit universal service support
component of the RTIC represents universal service support and other hard-to-trace
cost factors that historically have been assigned to the RTIC as a result of the
complex and imperfect system of rate regulation.” U S WEST has submitted
extensive evidence in this and other proceedings demonstrating that a significant

portion of its RTIC is traceable to “rural implicit support.”’

* MCI Comments at 15; Telecommunications Resellers Association Comments at 15;
Time Warner Comments at 15-16.

* Petition for Partial Stay Pending Judicial Review filed Aug. 14, 1997.
* First Report and Order Y 218.
*1d. 19 224-26.

° See, e.g., US WEST Comments filed herein Jan. 29, 1997, at 63-64, 70-72;

U S WEST Communications, Inc. Petition for Waiver of Part 69 of the Commission’s
Rules, filed July 24, 1996, at 11.




The Commission’s modified RTIC rule arbitrarily discriminates against
U S WEST by allowing its competitors to avoid payment of the implicit support
contained in the RTIC by providing their own local transport, even though
U S WEST will continue to incur the costs contained in the RTIC. The
Commission’s discriminatory application of the RTIC creates an artificial price
distortion that gives U S WEST’s competitors an unfair price advantage in the local
transport market. As a result, U S WEST, which has one of the highest RTICs in
the industry, will suffer an irreversible loss of revenue and local transport business
if the RTIC rule is allowed to take effect. More significantly, U S WEST’s
relationships with existing and potential customers will be irreparably damaged.

In addition, the Commission’s collection method for universal service support
1s inequitable, discriminatory and non-sustainable. Assessing such support only on
U S WEST and not on its competitors is patently inequitable and discriminatory in
violation of Section 254(b)(5) of the Communications Act, as amended (the “Act”).’
Moreover, eliminating the RTIC as a source of universal service support before a
new system of explicit support can be implemented is contrary to Section 254(b)(4)
of the Act, which requires that universal service support be “sufficient” and
“predictable.”® If universal service support can easily be avoided (making it non-

sustainable), then it is neither “sufficient” nor “predictable.”

"47U.8.C. § 254(b)(5).
*47U.S.C. § 254(b)(4).



II.  FAILING TO RECOGNIZE THE IMPORTANCE OF PROPER RATE
REBALANCING IN DEALING WITH IMPLICIT SUBSIDIES WOULD
AGGRAVATE AN ALREADY TENUOUS SITUATION
U S WEST is of the opinion that the Commission’s decision to exempt

carriers using unbundled network elements (“UNE”) to provide interstate access

from paying implicit subsidies retained in interstate access charges is patently
arbitrary. Given the critical nature of this error, U S WEST has gone directly to
court on this issue, fearing the impact of delay which could be occasioned by seeking
reconsideration. Several parties did seek reconsideration on this issue, pointing out
the anomaly inherent in continuing to include implicit universal service subsidies in
interstate switched access charges, but eliminating those same subsidies from the
identical functionality when sold as an unbundled network element.” Another voice
on this subject is ALTS, whose August 13, 1997 ex parte filing on this issue
supported the necessity of charging the TIC-based subsidies on UNEs used for
interstate access."

Predictably, AT&T and MCI continue to fight for an access/interconnection
structure that places the burden of universal service far more heavily on the
shoulders of their competitors than it does on their own shoulders." Worse yet,

AT&T and MCI continue to argue that the implicit subsidies in those parts of

interstate access used by AT&T and MCI should be eliminated, not through rational

’ Rural Telephone Companies Petition at 3-15; Rural Telephone Coalition at 8-21.

* Letter from Richard Metzger, ALTS, to A. Richard Metzger, FCC, dated Aug. 13,
1997.

" MCI Comments at 21-23; AT&T Comments at 18-19.



rate rebalancing and cost-based pricing, but through simply forcing incumbent
LECs to reduce access prices without addressing the costs assigned to the interstate
jurisdiction currently recovered though those access prices.” AT&T and MCI take
the position that the costs thus assigned to the interstate jurisdiction should simply
be ignored in calculating reasonable rates. The structure established by the
Commission in the First Report and Order, by exempting UNEs used for interstate
access from the implicit subsidies continued in interstate access, unlawfully favors
AT&T and MCI at the expense of the public and competition. AT&T and MCI
would have the Commission extend the discriminatory structure even further by
establishing a confiscatory structure whereby implicit subsidies, rather than being
dealt with lawfully, were simply de-funded (with no concomitant relaxation of the
universal service obligations supported by the subsidies).

AT&T and MCI miss an absolutely critical point. So long as the separations
process continues to drive costs into the interstate jurisdiction, incumbent LECs are
entitled to a fair and reasonable opportunity to recover those costs. The
Commission has announced plans to refer a broad range of separations issues to a
Joint Board for purposes of determining whether certain costs or classes of costs are
not the type that should be recovered through interstate rates.” But no costs in the
rates of incumbent LECs have been identified as questionable for recovery, and

there is no proceeding of any magnitude ongoing at this time looking toward

* MCI Comments at 3-4.
" First Report and Order Y 213.




excluding some costs from interstate rates.”* Accepting AT&T’s and MCT’s
invitation to simply assume that access prices can be reduced without further
serious analysis of the nature of the costs to remain uncovered by revenues would
be utterly arbitrary and unlawful.

The bottom line of AT&T’s and MCT’s position is that they seek the
Commission’s help in skewing universal service support in a manner that creates
artificial competitive advantages for themselves. The subsidies which AT&T and
MCI can now avoid through substitution of UNEs for interstate access are,
ultimately, universal service subsidies. Congress spoke very clearly when it
directed that implicit subsidies be removed from all rates -- interstate as well as
intrastate -- and replaced with nondiscriminatory, predictable and sufficient
subsidies.” There is no evidence that Congress ever intended that purchasers of
UNESs or interstate access be exempted from making a fair contribution to universal
service. Yet the Commission, through exempting AT&T and MCI from paying their
fair share of universal service support when they substitute UNEs for interstate
switched access, has already undercut universal service. AT&T and MCI, by
demanding that they be relieved from all subsidies in interstate switched access,
want further relief from universal service obligations. The Commission, at the very
least, should avoid making a bad situation worse, and should deny AT&T’s and

MCT’s requests that they be given further unjustified access price reductions.

“ The Commission’s tentative schedule does not require price cap LECs to submit
forward-looking cost studies until February 8, 2001. Id. J 48.

? 47 U.S.C. §§ 254(b)(4)-(5).



At the same time that AT&T and MCI are attempting to avoid contributing
to universal service support, they and other commenters advocate the continuation
of other government-mandated subsidies in the access charge structure. For
example, MCI supports a three-year delay in the implementation of call setup
charges to avoid raising the rates of large telecommunications providers with a high
volume of short duration calls.” However, exempting these carriers from paying
call setup charges disproportionately assigns call setup costs to customers making
longer duration calls and thus is simply not justified. Similarly, other commenters
support continued reliance on an assumption of 9,000 minutes of use per month per
trunk rather than actual minutes of use.” U S WEST estimates that its access
tandem minutes of use per month per switch are only 5,700," which means that the
use of 9,000 minutes substantially overstates the amount of usage. The use of an
artificial 9,000 minutes figure which does not comport with reality simply
constitutes another implicit subsidy that should not be reinstated by the

Commission.

III. THE “FRESH LOOK” RULE REQUESTED BY TCG AND
MCI WOULD NOT BE LAWFUL

In its initial petition for reconsideration, TCG, now supported by comments

by MCI, requested that the Commission adopt what is called a “fresh look” rule for

* MCI Comments at 20-21; Sprint Comments at 3.

" Sprint Comments at 4.

" U S WEST, Inc. Comments filed herein Jan. 29, 1997, at 67.



existing agreements with incumbent LECs regarding tandem switched transport.”
“Fresh look” was utilized in CC Docket Nos. 91-141 and 92-222 to permit incumbent
LEC special access customers to terminate their contracts prematurely to take
advantage of new opportunities and choices offered by collocated competitive access
providers.” The TCG and MCI theory is that, as competition enters the world of
tandem switched transport, customers should not be burdened by contractual
obligations made prior to adoption of the rules permitting such competition.”

While we question the overall wisdom of federal regulators interfering with
contracts that have been negotiated freely, in this case TCG and MCI are clearly
wrong under any logic. The ability to purchase competitive local transport -- of any
variety -- was established in 1993, not yesterday.” It would clearly be arbitrary and
unreasonable for the Commission to direct that a “fresh look” be given to contracts
entered into after the effective date of the order permitting development of
competitive local transport alternatives. Moreover, one of the key underlying
premises of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 (the “1996 Act”) -- that incumbent

LECs be compensated for the costs which they incur in providing service -- would be

” TCG Petition at 4-6; MCI Comments at 16-17.

® In the Matter of Expanded Interconnection with Local Telephone Company
Facilities; Amendment of the Part 69 Allocation of General Support Facility Costs,
CC Docket Nos. 91-141 and 92-222; Report and Order and Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking, 7 FCC Red. 7369, 7463-64 | 201 (1992).

* TCG Petition at 4-6; MCI Comments at 16-17.

2 In the Matter of Expanded Interconnection with Local Telephone Company
Facilities; Amendment of Part 36 of the Commission’s Rules and Establishment of a

Joint Board, CC Docket Nos. 91-141 and 80-286, Second Report and Order and
Third Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 8 FCC Red. 7374 (1993).




traduced by enactment of a “fresh look” rule for tandem switched transport. The
Commission does not, under the 1996 Act, have the power to disrupt contractual
obligations in order to foster what it believes to be optimal competitive conditions.
Thus, TCG’s and MCT’s “fresh look” proposal must be rejected.

IV. THE COMMISSION SHOULD NOT ADOPT UNNECESSARY
AND BURDENSOME PICC BILLING REQUIREMENTS

MCI seeks to impose a number of unnecessary and burdensome PICC billing
requirements on incumbent LECs, including pro-rated billing and billing in
arrears.” The Commission should reject these proposals out of hand. First, MCI's
argument that interexchange carriers (“IXC”) will incur a “double payment” of the
Carrier Common Line (“CCL”) and PICC during the transition month of January
1998 is misleading. The IXCs will not, as MCI implies, be assessed both the CCL
and the PICC for the transition month (ie., a true double payment). The sole
reason that IXCs may pay both the CCL and the PICC in January 1998 is that the
CCL for December 1997 will not be collected until January 1998. Therefore, the
fact that the PICC billing cycle may commence in January does not create an unfair
situation for IXCs.

Second, a pro-rated billing requirement for the PICC would impose
tremendous costs on incumbent LECs without producing corresponding benefits.

U S WEST and other incumbent LECs plan to bulk bill each IXC for the PICC
based on a “snapshot” of the IXC’s customers taken on a date certain each month.

The PICC will not be assessed until after the monthly customer snapshot is taken.

» MCI Comments at 5-6.
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Because the market for access lines has been growing steadily, IXCs will benefit
from this billing procedure. If, for example, the customer snapshot is taken on
September 30, then customers added between October 1 and October 31 will not be
included in the IXC’s PICC bill for October. This effectively results in a free month
for the IXC. To the extent there is churn in the long distance industry, PICC
overpayments will be offset by corresponding PICC underpayments. Thus, the
monthly snapshot will roughly approximate an IXC’s customer base for a given
month.

For these reasons, the Commission should grant or deny the petitions for
reconsideration and/or clarification to the extent set forth herein.

Respectfully submatted,

U S WEST, INC.

Sute 700

1020 19th Street, N.-W.
Washington, DC 20036
(303) 672-2861

Its Attorneys

Of Counsel,
Dan L. Poole

September 3, 1997
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Rebecca Ward, do hereby certify that on this 3rd day of September, 1997, 1
have caused a copy of the foregoing REPLY COMMENTS OF
U S WEST, INC. to be served via first-class United States Mail, postage prepaid,
upon the persons listed on the attached service list.
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Rebecca Ward

*Served via hand-delivery

(CC941a.COS.BM/ss)



*James H. Quello

Federal Communications Commission
Room 802

1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20554

*Reed E. Hundt

Federal Communications Commission
Room 814

1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20554

*Regina M. Keeney

Federal Communications Commaission
Room 500

1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20554

*Pavid Hunt

Federal Communications Commission
Room 518

1919 M Street, N.-W.

Washington, DC 20554

*Timothy A. Peterson

Federal Communications Commission
Room 8613

2100 M Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20554

*Susan P. Ness

Federal Communications Commission
Room 832

1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20554

*Rachelle B. Chong

Federal Communications Commission
Room 844

1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20554

*James D. Schlichting

Federal Communications Commission
Room 518

1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20554

*Wanda M. Harris

Federal Communications Commission
Room 518

1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20554

*Competitive Pricing Division
Federal Communications Commission
Room 518

1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20554



*Sheryl Todd

Federal Communications Commission
Room 210-G

2000 M Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Ellis Jacobs

Edgemont Neighborhood Coalition
Legal Aid Society of Dayton

Suite 500

333 West 1st Street

Dayton, OH 45402

James S. Blaszak ADHOC
Kevin S. DiLallo IBMC
Janine F. Goodman
Levine, Blaszak, Block and Boothby, LLP
Suite 500

1300 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036-1703

(3 Copies)

Dana Frix ACC, et al.
Tamar Haverty

Swidler & Berlin, Chartered

Suite 300

3000 K Street, N.-W.

Washington, DC 20007

Dennis L. Bybee

Global Village Schools Institute (GVSI)
POB 4463

Alexandria, VA 22303

NYCHA, et al.

*International Transcription
Services, Inc.

1231 20tk Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20036

Kenneth T. Burchett
GVNW, Inc./Management
Suite 100

7125 S.W. Hampton Street
Tigard, OR 97223

Susan Lehman Keitel

New York Library Association
252 Hudson Avenue

Albany, NY 12210-1802

Kathleen Q. Abernathy

David A. Gross

AirTouch Communications, Inc.
1818 N Street, N.-W.
Washington, DC 20036

Bruce D. Jacobs

Glenn S. Richards

Fisher, Wayland, Cooper, Leader,
& Zaragoza, LLP

Suite 400

2001 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.

Washington, DC 20006

AMSC



Lon C. Levin

AMSC Subsidiary Corporation
10802 Parkridge Boulevard
Reston, VA 22091

Paul J. Berman FIDELITY
Alane C. Weixel

Covington & Burling

POB 7566

1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20044

Leonard J. Kennedy VANGUARD
J. G. Harrington COMCAST
Dow, Lohnes & Albertson NEXTEL
Suite 800 IOWA

1200 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036-6802

(4 Copies)

Mary J. Sisak

Mary L. Brown

Bradley C. Stillman

Don Sussman

Alan Buzacott

MCI Telecommunications Corporation
1801 Pennsylvania Avenue, N'W.
Washington, DC 20006

Lisa M. Zaina

Stuart Polikoff
OPASTCO

Suite 700

21 Dupont Circle, N.-W.
Washington, DC 20036

Albert H. Kramer APCC
Robert F. Aldrich
Dickstein, Shapiro, Morin
& Oshinsky, LLP
2101 L Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20037-1526

Michael F. Altschul

Randall S. Coleman

Cellular Telecommunications
Industry Association

Suite 200

1250 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.

Washington, DC 20036

Paul R. Rodriguez COLUMBIA
David S. Keir

Leventhal, Senter & Lerman

Suite 600

2000 K Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20006-1809

James U. Troup RURAL
William K. Keane

Aimee M. Cook

Arter & Hadden

Suite 400K

1801 K Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20006

Charles H. Helein
Robert M. McDowell
Harisha J. Bastiamplillai
Helein & Associates, PC
Suite 700

8180 Greensboro Drive
McLean, VA 22102



David Cosson

L. Marie Guillory

National Telephone Cooperative Association
2626 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.-W.
Washington, DC 20037

Jenelle Stephens

Arkansas Library Association
Suite 1

9 Shackleford Plaza

Little Rock, AR 72211-1855

Timothy E. McKee

Susan M. Seltsam

John Wine

Marianne Deagle

Kansas Corporation Commission
1500 S.W. Arrowhead Road
Topeka, KS 66604-4027

Philip V. Otero

GE American Communications, Inc.
Four Research Way

Princeton, NJ 08540

Cheryl A. Tritt

Charles H. Kennedy
Morrison & Foerster, LLP
Suite 5500

2000 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20006-1888

SPRINTSPECTRUM

Benjamin H. Dickens, Jr. WA
Gerard J. Duffy
Blooston, Mordkofsky, Jackson,
& Dickens
Suite 300
2120 L Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20037

Margot Smiley Humphrey NRTA, Rural
Koteen & Naftalin, LLP

Suite 1000

1150 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036

(2 Copies)

Paul Mason

Department of Administrative Service and
Information Technology

Suite 1402, West Tower

200 Piedmont Avenue

Atlanta, GA 30334-5540

Rod Johnson

Frank E. Landis

Daniel G. Urwiller

Nebraska Public Service Commission
300 The Atrium

1200 N Street

POB 94927

Lincoln, NE 68509-4927

Leon M. Kestenbaum
Jay C. Keithley

Norina T. Moy

Sprint Corporation

11th Floor

1850 M Street, N.-W.
Washington, DC 20036



Jonathan M. Chamber
Sprint Spectrum LP
Suite M-112

1801 K Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20006

Elisabeth H. Ross
Birch, Horton, Bittner
and Cherot
Suite 1200
1155 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036-4308

Peter A. Rohrbach

David L. Sieradzki

Steven F. Morris

Hogan & Hartson, LLP

555 13tk Street, N.-W.
Washington, DC 20004-1109

(2 Copies)

Cynthia B. Miller

Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL. 32399-0850

Joe D. Edge

Tina M. Pidgeon
Drinker Biddle & Reath
Suite 900

901 15th Street, N.-W.
Washington, DC 20005

VERMONT

WORLDCOM
GE AMERICAN

PRTC

Mark J. Golden

Robert L. Hoggarth

Personal Communications
Industry Association

Suite 700

500 Montgomery Street

Alexandria, VA 22314-1561

Carrol S. Verosky

Wyoming Public Service Commission
Office of the Attorney General
Capitol Building

Cheyenne, WY 82002

Togiola T. A. Tulafono

Office of the Governor

American Samoa Government

Pago Pago, American Samoa 96799

James Rowe

Alaska Telephone Association
Suite 304

4341 B Street

Anchorage, AK 99503

Carolyn C. Hill

ALLTEL Telephone Services Corporation

Suite 220
655 15th Street, N.-W.
Washington, DC 20005



Jim Gay

National Association of State
Telecommunications Directors

c/fo The Council of State Governments

Iron Works Pike

POB 11910

Lexington, KY 40578-1910

George Petrutsas RTC
Paul J. Feldman

James A. Casey

Fletcher, Heald & Hildreth

11th Floor

1300 North 17th Street

Rosslyn, VA 22209

Mark C. Rosenblum
Peter H. Jacoby

Judy Sello

AT&T Corp.

Room 3245G1

295 North Maple Avenue
Basking Ridge, NJ 07920

M. Robert Sutherland

Richard M. Sbaratta

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
Suite 1700

1155 Peachtree Street, N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30309-3610

Rowland L. Curry

Steve Davis

Pat Wood, IT1

Robert W. Gee

Public Utility Commission of Texas
7800 Shoal Creek Boulevard
Austin, TX 78757-1098

Jerome K. Blask PRONET
Daniel E. Smith

Gurman, Blask & Freedman, Chartered
Suite 500

1400 16th Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20036

Joseph Di Bella

NYNEX Telephone Companies
Suite 400 West

1300 I Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005

Gene C. Schaerr AT&T
David L. Lawson

Scott M. Bohannon

Sidley & Austin

1722 Eye Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20006

Suzi Ray McClellan

Rick Guzman

Texas Office of Public Utility Counsel
1701 North Congress Avenue, 9-180
POB 12397

Austin, TX 78711-2397

Andrew Stratford

Matthew O’Brien

Communications Managers Association
1201 Mt. Kemble Avenue

Morristown, NJ 07960-6628



Rachel J. Rothstein
Cable & Wireless, Inc.
8219 Leesburg Pike
Vienna, VA 22182

Richard M. Tettelbaum
Citizens Utilities Company
Suite 500

1400 16th Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036

James H. Barker

Michael S. Wroblewski

Latham & Watkins

Suite 1300

1001 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20004

TELHAWAII

Kathy L. Shobert

General Communication, Inc.
Suite 900

901 15th Street, N.-W.
Washington, DC 20005

Charles D. Gray

James Bradford Ramsay

National Association of Regulatory
Utility Commissioners

Suite 1102

POB 684

Washington, DC 20044

Robert J. Aamoth

Danny E. Adams

Jonathan E. Canis

Kelley, Drye & Warren, LLP
Suite 500

1200 19th Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036-2423
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Genevieve Morelli

Heather Gold

Competitive Telecommunications
Association

Suite 800

1900 M Street, N.-W.

Washington, DC 20036-3508

Michael J. Shortley, I11
Frontier Corporation

180 South Clinton Avenue
Rochester, NY 14646

Michael S. Fox

John Staurulakis, Inc.
6315 Seabrook Road
Seabrook, MD 20706

Daniel L.. Brenner

David L. Nicoll

National Cable Television
Association, Inc.

1724 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.

Washington, DC 20036
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Richard A. Askoff

Perry S. Goldschein

National Exchange Carrier
Association, Inc.

100 South Jefferson Road

Whippany, NJ 07981

Betty D. Montgomery

Steven T. Nourse

Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street

Columbus, OH 43215-3793

Lori Anne Dolquest

Angela J. Campbell

Institute for Public Representation
Georgetown University Law Center
600 New Jersey Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20001

Frederick M. Joyce OZARK
Ronald E. Quirk, Jr.

Joyce & Jacobs, LLP

1019 19th Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20036

J. Manning Lee

Teleport Communications Group, Inc.
Suite 300

Two Teleport Drive

Staten Island, NY 10311

Rhett Dawson

Information Technology Industry
Council

Suite 200

1250 I Street, N.-W.

Washington, DC 20005

Brian R. Moir ICA
Moir & Hardman

Suite 512

2000 L Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20036-4907

Katherine Grincewich

Office of the General Council
United States Catholic Conference
3211 4th Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20017-1194

Linda Nelson

The Florida Department of
Management Services

Information Technology Program

Suite 180L, Building 4030

4050 Esplanade Way

Tallahassee, FL. 32399-0950

Sue D. Blumenfeld LORAL
Brian Conboy TIME WARNER
Thomas Jones

Willkie, Farr & Gallagher

Three Lafayette Centre

1155 21st Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20036

(2 Copies)



Paul T. Cappuccio

Steven G. Bradbury
Patrick F. Philbin
Kirkland & Ellis

655 Fifteenth Street, N.-W.
Washington, DC 20005

Kent Larsen

Cathey, Hutton & Associates, Inc.
Suite 560

2711 LBJ Freeway

Dallas, TX 75234

Thomas E. Taylor

Cincinnati Bell Telephone Company
Sixth Floor

201 East Fourth Street

Cincinnati, OH 45202

Clint Frederick

Frederick & Warinner, LL.C
Suite 101

10901 West 84th Terrace
Lenexa, KS 66214-1631

Blossom Peretz

Heikki Leesment

New Jersey Division of the
Ratepayer Advocate

31 Clinton Street

POB 46005

Newark, NJ 07101

GTE

William P. Barr

Ward W. Wueste, Jr.

M. Edward Whelan

GTE Service Corporation
Suite 1200

1850 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036

Christopher J. Wilson CBTC
Frost & Jacobs, LLP

2500 PNC Center

201 East 5th Street

Cincinnati, OH 45202

Randolph J. May GEIS
Bonding Yee COMPUSERVE
Sutherland, Asbill & Brennan PRODIGY

1275 Pennsylvania Avenue, NNW. aoL
Washington, DC 20004-2404
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Michael J. Ettner

Jody B. Burton

General Services Administration
Room 4002

18th & F Streets, N.W.
Washington, DC 20405

Lee L. Selwyn

Patricia D. Kravtin

Susan M. Gatley

Economics and Technology, Inc.
One Washington Mall

Boston, MA 02108-2603



David Higginbotham
Teletouch Licenses, Inc.
POB 7370

Tyler, TX 75711

Wayne V. Black API
Douglas Jarrett

Susan M. Hafeli

Keller & Heckman, LLP

Suite 500 West

1001 G Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20001

Robert M. Lynch

Durward D. Dupre

Thomas A. Pajda

Southwestern Bell Telephone Company
Room 3520

One Bell Center

St. Louis, MO 63101

David J. Newburger

MULTIPLE
Newburger & Vossmeyer

Suite 2400

One Metropolitan Square

St. Louis, MO 63102

Herbert E. Marks HAWAII
James M. Fink ITAA

Squire, Sanders & Dempsey, LLP

1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
POB 407

Washington, DC 20004

(2 Copies)

Sandra-Ann Y. H. Wong

Sandwich Isles Communications, Inc.

Pauhi Tower, Suite 2750
1001 Bishop Street
Honolulu, HI 96813
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